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of the people, coming out of the goodness of their hearts, and I respect that will and am impressed by it. They not only say that they are fighting for a better and kindlier world and a better and kindlier society, they believe it. And they not only believe it, they want it. They not only want it, but passionately desire it, and are willing to fight and die for it.
So it is in the United States, and so it is in England and China and Russia, The people want peace, a just peace, and good will toward men. There is plenty of good will lying about. Any people, particularly the illiterate and "ignorant" peasantry, have certain old, honourable, sterling qualities, a certain sense of right and wrong, of obligation and duty, that they live by. The present war is a discovery of the laopaishing of China, of the peasants of Russia, the commoners of England, and the people, the real people, of America. Not one of them cares a rap about imperialism; not one of them does not wish for surcease from sorrow and wars and contentions in this world. The people want peace. Why can't they have it?
And here we run into an intellectual dilemma of modern democracy. If the people are sound at heart, if they desire peace, and if at the same time they are living in a democracy, why cannot the will of the people be effective? Has not somebody been cheating them, and if so, who? And by what method and on what terms are the people of even a modern democracy being cheated? BrieBy, the answer lies in the fact that there is a growing tendency to hand over the government of the country to bureaucrats and "experts," and the terms on which the people are told to surrender their judgment to them are that these experts have "all the facts," which the people, the poor layman, are not supposed to have. This is perhaps natural in view of the growing complexity of modern problems, but it also means that we are losing